Generally, forest land in Kansas has increased since the earliest inventory and peaked in 2013 but has decreased slightly since then (Fig. 1) . Forest land is dominated by hardwood forest types (93 percent); only 2 percent of all forested lands are nonstocked. Ninety-three percent of forest land is privately owned and also is dominated by hardwood forest types (93 percent), followed by softwoods (5 percent), and nonstocked areas. Publicly owned forest lands follow a very similar pattern with hardwoods occupying 92 percent of the area while softwoods and nonstocked areas each make up 4 percent.
In terms of stand-size class, large diameter stands comprise just over half (51 percent) of all forest land area, while medium and small stands occupy 27 and 20 percent of forest land area, respectively. The six most frequently occurring forest types ( Fig. 2 ) occupy 73 percent of all forest land; 43 percent of forest land is composed of one of two forest types: elm/ash/black locust and sugarberry/hackberry/elm/green ash forest types.
The eastern redcedar forest type is the only type with most of its area composed of small diameter trees. Given the ability of eastern redcedar to outcompete most native tree species, this may impact future forest composition. Physiographic class code describes the general effect of land form, topographical position, and soil moisture available to trees. Kansas forest land consists mostly of rolling uplands and floodplains/bottomlands (Fig. 3) . The elm/ash/black locust and mixed upland forest types make up 46 percent of the rolling uplands area, while the sugarberry/hackberry/elm/green ash forest type makes up 46 percent of the narrow and broad floodplains/bottomlands area. Dry tops and slopes are dominated by oak and eastern redcedar forest types, which can be found on 69 percent of these forest lands.
Kansas forests currently contain approximately 833 million live trees (≥1 inch diameter), or about 334 trees per acre of forest land. Eighty-nine percent of all trees are hardwood species. More than half (53 percent) of trees are comprised of five species: hackberry, American elm, Osage-orange, eastern redcedar, and green ash. Hackberry is the most numerous species, followed by American elm and eastern redcedar.
Hardwood species make up most (96 percent) of the total net live-tree volume and nearly all (99 percent) of the sawtimber volume on forest land. The five most voluminous species (hackberry, cottonwood, American elm, green ash, and Osage-orange) contain about 48 percent of all volume (Table 2 ). Historically, cottonwood had been the most voluminous species in the state but now ranks second behind hackberry; however, it remains first in terms of sawtimber volume. In fact, it was the only species in the top ten that increased in sawtimber volume since 2012.
There are 89 million oven-dry tons of biomass in Kansas forests, most of which is contained in nongrowing-stock trees (60 percent), followed by growingstock trees (34 percent) and live trees 1 to 5 inches diameter (6 percent). Most (94 percent) of the total biomass is comprised of hardwood species. Three species (hackberry, Osage-orange, and American elm) make up thirty-two percent of all biomass. American elm recently surpassed green ash in terms of biomass. Streamside Forestry
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Areas of tree cover must be at least 1 acre in size and 120 feet wide to meet FIA's definition of forest land. Much of the tree cover in the Great Plains, however, is configured in a way (e.g., narrow strips) that does not meet these requirements. Nevertheless, these trees are a critical resource and offer a wide range of ecological and economical benefits. For example, trees that line stream and rivers help stabilize the banks and protect water quality. Recently, a partnership between the USDA Forest Service's Norther Research Station-FIA program and the Kansas Forest Service has resulted in the development of the first ever statewide 1-meter map of tree and other cover for Kansas (e.g., Fig. 4 ) (Paull et al. 2017) . Such detailed spatial information about tree cover has important implications for streamside forestry applications.
Consider the following example for Barton County, KS. FIA data tells us that there are approximately 6,100 acres of forest land in the county, all of which is classified as broad floodplains/bottomlands. However, we do not know the location of this forest land. Now consider the previously referenced dataset (Paull et al. 2017) . We combine it with detailed stream data (Phillips et al. 2006 [this example uses stream orders 3-9]), create 300-foot buffers, and summarize the land cover within those buffers. We get information about the total area, percentage, and locations of each type of land cover within those streamside buffers. This allows managers to focus on those with low (or no) percentages of tree cover (e.g., Goose Creek in Table 3 ). The resulting maps can show exactly where there is no tree cover along streams and rivers and identify target areas for establishing desired streamside forestry management practices. 
